United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OtBce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/691,275 



10/22/2003 



Deborah A. Green 



24504 7590 07/09/2008 

THOMAS, KAYDEN, HORSTEMEYER & RISLEY, LLP 
600 GALLERIA PARKWAY, S.E. 
STE 1500 

ATLANTA, GA 30339-5994 



SAADAT, CAMERON 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



KJttiVrXi nvrliyjts OUff Iff fcff Jr 


Application No. 

10/691,275 


Applicant(s) 

GREEN ETAL. 


Examiner 

CAMERON SAADAT 


Art Unit 
3714 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 

In response to amendment filed 2/29/2008, newly added claims 24-46 are pending 
in this application. Claims 1-23 are cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 24, 38, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ringland et al. (US 5,751,829; hereinafter Ringland). 

Regarding claims 24, 38, and 39, Ringland discloses a computerized interior 
design system and method including a memory that stores data defining images of a 
plurality of window treatment design components (see Col. 18, lines 42-44) and a digital 
photograph of a wall and a window within the wall (See Col. 17, line 61 - Col. 18, line 
6); logic configured to receive an input from a user, selecting a window treatment design 
component (See Search Screen depicted in Fig. 9, window treatments product category 
906); based on the input a rendering engine superimposes the window treatment design 
on the digital image of the wall and window (See Col. 18, lines 1 1-23). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 25-37 and 40-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ringland in view of Masters (US 6,572,377). 

Regarding claims 25-26 and 28, Ringland discloses the claimed feature of scaling 
in order to provide a room image that shows selected materials installed with correct 

perspective. See Col. 18, lines 7-9, 16-18. Ringland does not explicitly disclose the 
claimed feature of receiving an input indicating a value for a distance from a first location 
to a second location. However, Masters teaches a computerized interior design system 
that allows a user to input dimensions of a room and elements such as windows. See Col. 
4, line 64 - Col. 5, line 4. Thus, in view of Masters, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the interior design system described in Ringland by 
allowing a user to input distances in order to provide a realistic perspective of room 
images and decorative materials that are being considered by a designer for installation in 
the room. 

Regarding claims 27 and 33-35, Ringland discloses a cost calculation feature that 
calculates the number of rolls of wallpaper needed and the associated cost based on a user 
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input of dimensions of a room (See Col. 19, lines 29-33). Ringland does not explicitly 
disclose that the concept of cost calculation with window treatments. However, it is the 
examiner's position that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to 
modify the cost calculation feature described in Ringland by applying it to any decorative 
material, such as window treatments, in order to determine whether or not a particular 
home improvement will fit in a user's budget. 

Regarding claims 29 and 31, the combination of Ringland and Masters does not 
explicitly disclose a text field for entering a value for a distance. However, the examiner 
takes official notice that text fields are an old and well known type of user interface for 
allowing a user to input information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the interface described in Ringland and Masters for 
entering dimensions, by providing a text field in order to allow a user to input dimensions 
by typing alphanumeric characters. 

Regarding claims 30 and 32, the combination of Ringland and Masters does not 
explicitly disclose an arrow extending from a first object to a second object. However, 
the examiner takes official notice that it is old and well known to use arrows between two 
objects in order to specify a distance between the two objects. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to an artisan to modify the graphical references described in Ringland and 
Masters, by providing an arrow between two objects in order to specify a specific 
distance between the objects. 

Regarding claims 36-37, Ringland discloses a cost calculation feature that 
calculates the number of rolls of wallpaper needed and the associated cost based on a user 
input of dimensions of a room (See Col. 19, lines 29-33). Ringland does not explicitly 
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disclose that the concept of cost calculation based on the amount of fabric needed for a 

window treatment. However, it is the examiner's position that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to modify the cost calculation feature described 
in Ringland by applying it to any decorative material, such as window treatments, in 
order to determine whether or not a particular home improvement will fit in a user's 
budget. 

Claims 40-46 are rejected on the same grounds described in the rejection of 
claims 24-37. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 24-46 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 

mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the 
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advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CAMERON SAADAT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4443. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Cameron Saadat/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 

7/6/2008 



